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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA. EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartIU—Sec. 4] 


f%EIT t I ^ 1997 cfT? WSW ^ ^ 

^ ^ cf^t TjsT^ ^ ^fRRf m ^ i 

2 . (tfe^rr) f^o ^ srm^ A ^ A 

jnrrf^ ^ ^ 55/- ^0 nf^r ^.3. ci^ 19/* ^ irf^ ^ ^ ^ 
jnrrRcT ^ cTT¥ ^?Tt^ ^ ^Pi'^ ’ ^ aPrffcT ^ ^r 

pTHlcff^d cfS^T fcf^T^ f ;- 

(i) f^RT ^ d'Mcfi 3RcTT I 

(ii) ^3WT cfT^ ^ cTT? ^ ^ cpr^ PRT^ ^ ^ 3lk ^ 

^ y^rracb ^ ^Mcpi c^ 

^ t ^ ^r ?M WERT ^ f^^rWT % I 3TcT- 

B^Tp ^ pil'd ^ ^ ^Nl ^ ^ cpl^ 'd®|ET ^ I 

(iii) ^3Ppr^ ■>Tpt PPm t 3T^: eTPM ^ 3Tto 3TTcft # 

'3f^f% dll^d cfTB l^lddT ^ I 

(iv) ipR-dd C^ ITcITHB ^ ^ irPrB4 150 PffeRTT 3PTf^ ^TeR ^ 

^ cP t I 

(v) clelWd ^ d6'<lf cfR^, JfB^JrPT ^pEfTSff ^ «l<iP, ^jfcRTFft cp PTeP 
3ltB ffld (ct^MlT) cPr vjdK^ ^ cRPT ^ cT^ft dP ^ feP? tjId'dl-^ ^ ^ 

'^f^ ^ ^5^ 3T'^ dHid ^ «(dd c5T BTPJcT ^iT Pd tTiejI ^ 3it7 ^ 

3Tift cR5 ir4 Pr^Pr ^err Brnfl ^ ^ ^ 

I 

cTR^ ^ TJ^ ^ 3f7^ if ^ ^ ^ Xf^ 

^PeJT 3TT ^r d<?5^41' B bPT ^ ^ 3TPB5 BfTRR ^RBT ^TWT t 
sfR •^\% 1W ^ WIT t (PrsPt Tt ^ W\'^ 63 erR3 ^ E5T 

f^ TO ^ W) I 

(vi) arPm? ^ arrorcPcTT brP p?ft PjRfr c^ Pft^ Pfxr dd^tfor 

ppn RTdT ddus ^ TPITO BPTT ^ cpdR ^3^ 

PjRTT fcP? c^41 '5RBT dldd BtBT RBfcB ddcfj didel ^ TjRIT dFj^ 

BBTT I 

(vii) pd^PrpRPT JFTdB, bP<!c 5 ^u| afhf ^ dTB 3T^ EIT^ t 

3ik CR^ TO TOBTBB TR 26/- R3 jrfcT BB bP R R TOTO 

PdlRd ^ I 




[mnm—•g^4] 
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(viii) ^ ^ 3rj?TR ^frr^ gtejtpi 26 ^ 3f£fk 

3ftY ^ 3{^ 3TTciT # I 

3. 'W^dl^d f^O cfTT ST'RTT^ f^f^ y^VldT3^f ^ 

^tWTStf c^141c^l ^ ■jft 3TM^-3]M^ 3Tf^Hd ^ ^ fcT? MR'cilf^d f^'iJI ^|i|| I ITRT 
STf^ndt ^ 'dK ^ :- 

(€t^) 

(i) vW^dl^d (^f^'4l) f^O ^ 1996 ^Jcftcf^rR^ WR ’^TM 

^ Rtiid ^ ct^ldT ^ Sjl'illd fchiJI I 'ddil ^tR ^ ^ ^ ^R '^T 
cfiRt C^ ^ Cj^ ^ fclRR'^ ^ 8ft I 3R: TTtR cfft ^ eft 

TTR eft PT?8JR eft " 3RT8TT fftRrf^ ^ (^) W" ^ 

^ WW (36/- W jrf^ Wft ^ ^ ^ JT^nReT ^T 

^3TM 8TT I 

(ii) vJ^ft ^fRR RrT ^ let's' EIT<i'dl'5l ^ REjiRd eftt cf^Rqi^ ^ IJ^ 

eRfifft? ^RTcRT 8ft ^Tld ^ TTRJR ^ efTRt cRT ijldiejld R'^eT'^ 

6ldl I dRdK ^>Fff ^ tlR^ ft ^ '{R^ H'crfeR ^ 

eft 3f[£n^ tR ^ ^ feR 55/- "TO ^ ^ ^TRW RfEllReT 

^ IReTR efft uRelft 1997 ft ^cRY gRT 31^^1fftd fefRT W 3ft^ 19 
Rft 97 ft §3n I 

(iii) efft ^ ft ttpt ?ft 3TfcR ftfttER ft ^fTTR (1999 ft) TJf fftift^ PftRT 
"W 8TT fft fftRT ft feP? tild.-'HI'^l ^ ft fttft ^ ftt CSTR cRjtfft 
RrIydI efft 1997 ft ft fftR ^ 8JT I TR^ ^TRRT ftftlER ft 

ftrO ft ^fTFTTRR ^eeF> IflfftyRR ft ft- cRT yyft 
ER STjftEI fftRT I TTRTR ftftlER ft IR^ R? ^fT^cRT ft ft^, 

S^ldRld fft^ Wft ft RcRJ^ 3ifftdch cR fttt ft ftftfftfft ft^cR ft 

^ 3TRT I TT^RR fftftfftl MI5')1I'$I ^ W 3Rrft ftftSR ft ftftsR ft 

'?RR ft ^ftftcTRfftRn w?n t I 

(iv) ftr TR ^ftftcfR UTRRRUT ^ iRlft Rift cTTeft TJeFRRR ftfft ft 3TTETR ^7 
yft 2002 ft ^RR ft ftf ft ttr ft 3RTerr ftfteR fftR Rift ft TTfR ft 
tftRIT RT 7RRT t I 

aT%^ grfifftq T?? \3lftTT (TranftftTftsnf) 

(i) ftTRf TSTRT^ (ft%^n) f^O cR iTfR ft WRTRT ft7 TRRef ft 

TftfRR W ft I ^ WM ft fftcRTT ft ft ft #Rft 

ftrft ftt ftjRR ft STcfTR ft viycKEI yRRTT ft I 
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in) xirR ^ vrak ^ W>Wl(^cf JWR ^ ^ ^ 3 R?T ^ 

^ I 

(iii) (^f^) f^O ww ^ 3TJ?Ig 

^ I 

(i) cTR 3RR^ 3fk WJT ^ 3iaiTR 26 ^ 

^e^f^lf^r^R, Pi cl) el, cp I ed, P'S, Plch 3I1 y ^ ^2J 

f^5RT W I 

(li) ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ ciTd^ drm sFTfcE ti1^ 

fc?l'Sct)'< vnpcfvf dp ^ 3T5R^ 3lt^ <aP\Jl dIHl WTcTI ^ I 

1TR^ft^I fi i P) i vyu (an j^^anp 


(i) ^hM ^ 'dcfRR tor ^ ^ yid-di-^i 3 tr wittP ^ ^ 

HcbK ^ 3I?Ff^ 1^ 'JsIPcji'I ^ feR d'l^el cjiP ^tP NliSdl'^ ^ i^eldl 
4 ^ 3TfgR7 t I ilRu||d>M>!nM >[dx!cTT?d (^f^) fPo OTP 

wPPPP ^ w«T ^RiR ^ sf^Eif ^ ^ wn I 

(ii) ^ rsutt ^ iraieR ^ ?mfR ^ ^ 

4'S'I^vjT (^f^) fpo ^Cdldd 5TWf ^i cfFf 

cjdft^^rR^ cp 3ite -didiiiR ^ i 

f^O 


^ dcidR ^r Pg>RR fcTO, '^d^-dT ^ 3tN 

P cTR ^flT^ ^ 3IRRT ^ ^ ^ (?fe?n) fcio ^ 

^ ^ 1^ ^ WR t ^rm ^ 

^gpRff C^ ^ ^ pTT 3fk ^ITI ^ITT^ ^ 3TT^ ^ fc^ md'dl^l 

HRR ’ft"3R^ i?ft xaPn^ff' aiepftr 3RI aiidiP ^ ^?dtfi P Pft l 

4.1 ^ ’TRp ft 23 ^JR^, 2001 ^ ft '^Hdp ^ I 

P ft^?R, PHfPP lH fftft^ IR^ fft^V TTJ :- 

(^f^) f^o 

(i) ^ ^TT^ cpT 3TTW ^ dftdH ft W cIR? ^ ft, PPcR ^ ^ ft I B’T 

ypcRT ft I 



['FTin—T5r>5 4] 


'TOT TsfTT TFTOT : 


5 


(li) ?JTM wff ^ ^!3f^ " ^ cT^TcT ^ I ^ 

TJST^ TK ^ ^ ^ cPftf^ W t I 3Tcf: TfBTW^ JT^;^ 

^ -sfj^Er Wr ^ 1% wff ^ 3TFt ^ ^ 

dJH'^d 1%^ ^ I 

(iii) ^ ^ ^ST IMeT wcif^lcl 1%^TT # aft^ fcf^EJ'W'W ^ '^JldR 

I 

(iv) R?r RT yftbdl 3TTSITf^ WSTK fcFRT ^STRI #, 3fl7 3Rf ^ 

^ ^#Rfr ^ ift ^ ^dl'i %?IT ^5TRT I 

(V) «fRRTT^ ^ 3Tf?R^ ^fT^ ^ 1 

(Mi^) 

(i) ^ ^ TIR ^r ^-aft^ ^^fTER ^ ^ I 

(ii) ^ ^anf^ ^ RRT an 1 wnR ^aR 

JHIHel cfff '^'icli^ if vjLiRfeR ^ I 3R cf 'ii<4>r| | 

(iii) WTfR n^Rn nrf^mRUT ant tnjtt Rt^anratt rt ^ rrt rI^ I 

?TT ^TTRT fcT^ai afR^ # | 

(iv) aft^ a^ Rnai fMy 5Rf^ f%R | rt >t4)RK aR Rn^ 
afR RRJf "RRfam afk RfiRit" R|?T ^ I 

(V^) anfaff'n MtR Rl'd sfk" xRTf MtH RRT a^ diti fcR fJ^TR (il41ctl 

aftt gaRT A RRtt arfElR t i 

(vi) TR ^ 1997 if MRar apt) aft l RT^ apR ^ af^ R?ftER ^ 
t%R t I 

(vii) afR RRT a^ anpit an f^ Rjef RffanRT ^R ^ff? ^ ^ RR anFft a^ 

3RR anffafRtiT ^ | 

(viii) RR ^ dRapnfR rt rrr 1^ t I ^ 'itW-iTR ^if afft f^ranraR 
apR Rcpa^ I rj-TFtt ap,) irr aptt ftpiiRrtt aRaptt t 1 

(ix) #R^Rn dR RRJP aptt "RRaint TR Tlf^lRt ■ a^ 7R ^ RftfR aPR RcPRT 
#1 'iNt - atajt RRT aRctt Riaft # 3it7 apTR) RgaR^ ^ rrt t aft fit 
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wncf ^ STTT WTT tfwr ^ I ^ IWESH ^ ^ 

^ f^FT ^ TRT ^iiraT t ?) 

(x) cjjffcEyui ^ ^ cE^ ^ f^xflTT ^EfT 3mpft I 

(xi) nFi^ gn ^enr 2002 ^ fc^ ^ ^ sdt^ ^er c^ wj 

^ ^TTcfRT t I 

(xii) % f^^rf^ET ^ ^ ^pcTR ^ t I 3R FRn ^ TOei ' ^ ^ I 

fcT^ (^-!ji an I 


ITEf^ TTcf (311^^314) 

(i) cTcFft^ ^ ^ ^ I 

(ii) ^ TFT ^ FT EITETO ^ Tirf^ I 

4.2 4^F!f (^1%^) f^O ^ 'fl^ctxl ^4 c||4 ^ cDvJh f^lf^RT Pr^<^E 

f^r?JT I ^3^ ■JR ^cET cf^ gE'ilcl ^ 3I^£r fcFTT 1% 'dH TR 

ar^Rcpt eitettf?! %ff% fcEdT i 

5. ^ ETR^ nft cET^crr^ ^ <41'JR I[cF?i%d 'flRS ^ ^ 3ft^ ^TJcR 

^ ni? dcEt IF l^dR cfF^ IF t^ RR :- 

(i) dF ETEefT "cTR " c^ f^Ejff^ ETTEFTFy ^ ^?R%T ^ I 

(ii) 55/- ^ jrf^ ift.d. ^ Mt|fd<^ 19 ET^ 1997 ^ ifFRF ^ fffcT^ 

IF f^EltRd ^ nf sft I ^tiM Tt 1999 nrfEl^Rf gFT RR fc)R 

R/ WRT^ ^?i?flER ^ ^)7R FY ^ cEif irf^cfT f^RT RdT I 

^ ^tF ^chci # % WF FI^ ^ nf^q^td d# g3TT I 

(iii) #?Ft (Ff%dT) f^O ^ ddf 1999 # ^ 

^ ^ 3T^EI %R sn I ip^ ^ FffcET ^sJr f%dT I 

3^t7 Epf^TcERFlf ^ ^ RR ^ IF^ RSI Rlt IF^ 

RF^ RR 3RRF RRT f^RT I 

FR RTR^ ^ 4)iJ14) RI iJTai f^RTR RF I?FT t % R F FT tR 

Sflf^RFF gFT c^ RR if eitFl-sfti^T HF# R/ifRetR i# RF^ 
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ww ; 1999 A ^ ^ ^ ’TTTT^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ -m^ 'Wvidi^e (tf%^) fc^o ^ 3R mm 2002 

fchv^ mTT^ cllel ^ ^d'^K ’^^'ll tllf^'.* 1 

(iv) '^'^11 f% (^141(^] ^ ^Rld f^'iJI ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ STFr JfSJT ^ ^ 

t TTT^ ^ Wff ^ ^fejcT ^SfRTf t afk ^ ^ 

:5Ri wff ^ ^ ^r Tj£(^ tor wcTf t i 

'W^idr^e (|f^) f^o 1996 A ^ ^ cf^Ffl 

(3{srf^ ?Tm ^fTT^) 3TFIRT ^ I ^ ^ wm ^ 

w^irt ^ ^ ^ fcTf^f^ ^8fr i3TcT:'^^^^rf^ 
^ ^ 3T^^"3T^£fT raPlf^T^ ^ 1%^ (efra^) ttt^" ^ 36/- 

^0 JTf^ ^ ^ ffmRfr ^iTRTT «n I ■'3^ 

^ f^ Tjara^ die'^i^i MR^t cF^t ^T'5 ff 4 ^ ^ ^ ^iTRTr 

2ft f^ ^ W3 ^ 'fTT^zm ^ ^F^rftf ^ WTW fft^ tm i 
wff ^ wm '^^FRT ft ^ ^fm irafeRF ^ ^ft SnEFTR R? ^TTR 

W5W ^ IftFTT 55/- ^ ^ ^ IR TjaR5 yid'^HF?! fftEFtfft^ RRft ^ JTRTRF Rft 
1997 ft ^fTRTR gRT 37Jfftfftg fftRT RgT 3^7 19 RT^ 97 ft 2Ig 
giTlftF ^ I 

3TTtfttftt3TT| ft ^ gRT g7 ftt7 fftgT 3^1 RSFT g? t 1% ^ 
^Flftt gft RTR (ftidfti t, RrRlTr?T ^JcRTT ftt RR ft RRTT t I ^ ftgg 
ft m ^ftftFFR R7RT ft R^TT ftfttft ft ffte^d Rft fftfteF fftRFT ft fft7 
gfttgRR ft 3Rr gftft MRclftn RRft ft fftftg RR ddlH ftft^, ?Rft RRTTR 
M2J,eR ftftrgR ft fftg ,3TTRTpn ft^lT I 

ftftRRRgWT IRJ3R ft TRrftftR cfRRT OFIcJ^gcp ft dgRRl I ft^T gift ’ft 
cRRur, ftwfft g?ft gRgr RRF ft fft ^ RT 'dft-dH RRIRR gft 2002 
ft 3FRT-qRF ftfR Rift gift 3RFft ftftttR ft RRg ft fft^T ^R5R11 

ft I 

(v) ft^rft RSTeFT^ (ftfftgl) fefO ft ft ^cTRT fft <Rftft 

RRft ftft ft RRST g7 3TfftcFF ftft ft gift ft fftftq UgfftRT fftgT 2JT ftR ^ 
“fftftg ^fcRTT “ OlC'Hlft gR i^JIdH 7ft ^ I ^ R^aRT RR ftft RR ft 
fttTgR fftfteF RRft ^ ftftft ft R^Rl fft "dftft ^TR^RF ft ftTd RRFRR ft 
fftftej- fftRT an , GRT ^JRRR Rftft fftftq- Rft' ft , ftt7 ft fftgfftd T^R ft 
R1RRT% RR ^JTRFTR RR ftr t I " RR RfttRRR RRft ^ fft ftjTft 7R7RTRR 

(ft^RT) ffto ft '^RRft ftrft ft RRST 3TRRT 1^R RftftR fftRR RT, 
ftftft ft ftfttRR RRTRT fft " RTH RtgR “ Rft "gRRR^ Tft ;RfftR " ftfft ft 
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3trr>tcr m ^ 'I<flcbl4 ^ t I ^ tT ^ ^ 

WFIT ^ ^ ^ tlY f4F?ft irgTY cfT f4wR ^ ^ 

t I ^ l^-ymcb 3ITWT ^ tR RT7R ^ 

TReft ’4' RRft 4tcT4 cFtf 3Tf4cPK ^tTT I RrT: 

illRlcbl^Tff gRT ^ RRft tj; 4 fcR? R? Met EfT BTTRT ^ ER 

'lai'H tRwrt 6Vii I 

(vi) ^ illRlcbl ^ TRsJ^ ^ ^ t 

^r '^TR 3RFR7t 3ik ^flT^ ' 3TE2IR 26 ^ 3irRt?T kJe^f^lPl^H, 

tecT, cf^lellee, 3RRcf?r 4^ RSI TJftfR f^RT TR 

^ I 3Tlf#lftRT4 4 RTsJt EfR^ ^ SJF 'ift cfl^ 1% dch'flcb't ^ ^ 

clia R^ ^ I 4 r 4 RRfT^ (^f^'41) f^O 4 RSI ^ 

^ ^ RielR ^r W ^ f^“RS R^' m SIR Rift SRRRl IR IdPlR'l 
^ RTH wish-41 3IR|R^i RTETR f^RIT RR % I 

^4141 ^ ^ r4 RT SR RBRY ^r4r f44tEI f^RT t 1% Elldlf^h 
4 R1 R^ RT “aiSIR^r R S#Rfr" ^ 3TRt^ RftRRT f^RT t 
erf^ ^ f4f^ RRT R RH ^STTT tI%R cRtf^ RR 

6|(d41 % 4^-4^ cfRlt TBR'J^ ^ RR ^ I RTsJt "4 RERR 
HsftRT ^ “sHt^ ■ RT cf^Sl^ ^ f^FT r4 r 4 R ^R?RI f^R ^TJ\ 
% I ^ r 4 ^ RifRTRjf RRT BtR I 

(vii) A'Ii'4 RRTT^E ($(^41) fc^O '^RFj RRIRRI "SR R^ f^R % f4> 

R5 RRJT RT 3IRRT ^ cJJhH 4 RY RS5 sft.R llf^d4 RY ^ RfRT 
RT RT t, f^^dY RI RI t I Rd: 4t4t4t RT ^RI IRtTR ^ ^ 
RTRI 4r 4 RRIRd (^^R) 1^0 4 rY ulrTRef r 4 RT ?cp>^ 

?tR Rf^ 1 RT^RI (iii) RITR RR t ^ RH f^RR 

Rt R? RFR7 T^tRR RS t f% RR^ RRIRI ^ ^ffT^fl r4 R? 

■JRf^RR f^IR RT RRR ^ I 

(viii) 4'SI>4 'Sd>!oll^cl ^Rf^R (^f%R) f^O 4 dR r 4 f^R ^ f4l RdRT% dfe 
ddWd Rt RBR R?4 rH RRfRT ^RRT Rt RdA fcR? Sfft R^ sft | 
Ri^ RR ^ ^ RTRT RRT dtt^ MRu|m RtR R^ I ddWd cfj 
R^ ^ ^ RRR^ RPfl rRIR RRRd ^R ^ t RI^ RR^ gTR 
SIR RT^ RRTR RR ^ fcfl URTdR ^f4R3ff ^ dRJR^f fT ^ ^ 
dR ^dRR R?^ 3fk R^t f4ei^ ^RFI dFT R?4 RTRT RR^eFf 4 rT ^ 
dR ^ I A '414141 dfl d^ yfrlfsbdl ^ t 1% ^4 r 4 'Sci'Sdl^c 





[^III'-i5r«^4] 
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t^o ^ t^tffcRT ^ ^ cTcT^^U] ^ 3TRPT ^ 

^ cTT'JT ^ WRT fif^ t ; ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ tr^ ^ ircfTcR f^qyui) ^ ’^ff^ yr ^fi'icb 

^ t 1 ?T^ ^ cleiq^t^ui cF^f oTFRT ^SfeT^TR TTffT^ ^ cRJ^ ^ 

^ ci<7iq>'^i'l ^ ■'jaf^ ^ '3TR^ Tjf^ t%tT ■^jfi^ 

^ t I ^ 1997 ^ 3TfSRj;f^“ cTra ^FTT^' ^ a[T5TO ^ ^ 

^ ^ g^rt 3frt^ ^ 11‘ 

/ 

(ix) S^l^'tTl'^fl^TT^ 7f^ ^FK^Lj ■^J||< 4 | ^ ^Rf qi^j^cl f^RIT ^RTT 

arrdITrfT ^ ^SlMTul ^ ^ 3RR<f^f Wl^Rfr ^ 

yiC'^Hl-^ ^ "pel'll ^ «f^ 3Tfitqo I ^ "fTfRT 

^tiM ^ ^aRT ^ TR # ar? f^EF SFT qfl 

^ cf^T^ ’qxRT 3fR iTtH ^ ^ 

arfsl^ t r 3fk ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ eft ^ ^ t I 

(x) ^fraTirf^, ^ ^ ttft ^ ^f afr?T-«ft^ ^rRg^ Wr gft 

^ ^ t 1 

6. MRuiH'Mvtf)L|, afR 'dH'li^qxl g^Roft Tj^Tfjj fcft[R-^f^Tr?t ^ aTRIR W, TrrRlcfRUf 

^ 'klejell^ (ff%aiT) f^O ^ ^ ^ WSR ^ WTfT% ^ ^ ^ 

^ER cb'iqR ^ '^iRlqjl ^ ^RiR ^ 3TTR | 3R: ^cHfe^ ^T^EF ^ %En 

^SfRIT t I 


TRT. ar^w 
[f^?rm/iii/rv/i43/2000/3raT. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 1st March, 2001 


No. TAMP/60/2000-TPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the 
representation submitted by M/s. Storlite Industries (India) Limited relating to classification of 'copper 
concentrate’ as 'ore and minerals’ for the purpose of levy of wharfage at theTUtlcorln Port Trust, as in 
the Order’appended hereto. 
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SCHEDULE 

Casa No.TAMP/gO/2000-TPT 


M/«. Sterllte Industries (India) Limited Applicant 

Vs 

The Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) - - - Respondent 

O Ft P E Ft 

(Passed on this 14th day of February 2001) 


M/a. Steritte Industries (India) Limited have submitted a representation reiating to 
classrfication of 'copper concentrate’ under ‘ore and minerals' for the purpose of charging wharfage 
by the Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT). They have requested for removal of the separate rate of wharfage 
for copper concentrate introduced by the TPT in March 1997. 

2. In their rapresantation, M/s. Sterlita industries have given tha following points for 

classification of copper concentrate under 'ore and minerals’ for charging wharfage @ Rs.lO/- per MT 
instead of Rs.55/- per MT being presently charged by the TPT: 

(i). The price of the commodity is independent of their margin. 

(il). They also have no control over the raw material or finished copper prices and have to 

operate as per the global norms of running a smelter which is unique feature to 
copper processing all over the world. Therefore, the wharfage can have no relation to 
the price or volume of the commodity in our case. 

(ili). In addition, they have made a heavy investment and suffer from the resultant high 
cost involvement for a wafer thin margin. 

(iv) . By the operation of their smelter, the country saves foreign exchange to the tune of 

US $ 150 million per annum. 

(v) . The wharfage increase meant for deepening the draft, increase the handling facilities, 

quickening of berthing of vessels and unloading of cargo has Incidentally not given 
them the desired benefit of cost saving and they still continue to suffer due to delay of 
berthing and unloading of cargo. 

The deepening of the draft has facilitated more cargo arrivals but the lack of 
corresponding Increase in handling facilities has created an imbalance resulting in 
more waiting and heavy demurrage (last year alone the demurrage was about Rs.63 
lacs.). 

(vi) . The commodities which require such depth for which the dredging is undertaken, will 

benefit out of such deepening and, therefore, the Increase in levy will be Justifiable 
only to those commodities, whereas in their case it is not so. 

(vii) . Aluminium is a similar non-ferrous metal in terms of smelting, refining and trading 

akin to copper and the wharfage on its raw material bauxite is fixed @ Rs.26/- per 
tonne. 

(viii). As per Customs classification, world over, the copper concentrate comes under ores 
and minerals classified under Chapter 26. 


[^m—•gp>g4i 


'W ^ TFsm ; 
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3. The representation of M/s. Sterlite Industries w«s circulated to various representative 

bodies of users and also to the TPT for comments. The comments received from them are 
summarised below: 

Tutlcorln Port Trust fTPTl 

(i) . M/s. Sterlite Industries started importing the cargo through Tuticorin Port during 19S6. 

At that point of time there was no specific wharfage rate for the cargo in the Scale of 
rates of the Port Therefore, as per the provision of the Scale of Rates of the Port 
the wharfage for "goods otherwise not specified (bulk)” (Rs.36/- per MT) was 
charged for handling the cargo. 

(ii) . In the meantime, action was taken to fix a separate wharfage rate for the commodity 

as it was expected that the cargo would be continuously moved through this Port 
The proposal to fix a separate wharfage @ Rs.55/- for copper concentrate based on 
the then prevailing rate at the CHPT for cargo in granule form was approved by the 
Government in January 1997 and was made effective from 19 March 97. 

(iii) . During the last general revision of Scale of Rates of the Port (1999), it was decided 

not to increase the wharfage rate for the commodity as it was fixed only during 1997. 
But, at the time of the general revision the Sterlite Industry requested the TAMP to 
reduce the rate. During the joint hearing of the general revision proposal, despite 
invitation, no representative of the Applicant attended the joint hearing. The wharfage 
rate once fixed is to be reviewed only dunnq the next revision. 

(iv) . The rate may be reviewed at the time of the next revision of Port’s Scale of rates 

during 2002 based on a uniform policy to be evolved by the Authority. 

All India Chamber of Commerce and Industry (AICCH 

(i) . M/s. Sterlite Industries contribute considerable traffic and revenue to the Port. It also 

helps in the development of small industries and offers employment opportunities to 
hundreds of people. 

(ii) . The Port will gain more by way of wharfage and other charges by the proposed 

expansion of the industry. 

(iii) . The request of M/s, Sterlite Industries for reducing the wharfage is justified. 

Tutlcorln steamer Agent’s Association fTSAAl 

(i). In the Customs tariff, Copper ores and concentrates are classified along with Iron. 
Aluminium, Nickel, Cobalt, Lead, Zinc ores and concentrates under Chapter 26. 

(II). For levy of wharfage dues, all the above-mentioned items are treated as ores and 
minerals except Copper ores and concentrates at the TPT. 

Indian Chamber of Commerce and Industry (ICCn 

(I). The wharfage presently being collected by the TPT Is very high compared to the 
wharfage collected by other Major Ports for the same kind of ores and minerals. As a 
result, M/s. Sterlite Industries will not be competitive in the market with their 
competitors. 

(Ii). If the cost of operation through the TPT is competitive, M/s. Sterlite Industries can 
expand their production capacity substantially and, in turn, the Tuticorin Port will have 
more traffic and revenue. 

M/s. M.M.T.C. Limited 


The MMTC which is presently importing copper concentrate on behalf of M/s. Hindustan 
Copper Limited, Calcutta, fully agrees with the proposal of M/s. Sterlite Industries India Ltd. 
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that copper concentrate shall be classified as 'ore and minerals’: and, therefore, wharfage 
charges for import of copper concentrate shall be same as other imports under 'ores and 
minerals’. 

4.1. A joint hearing in this case was held at the TPT on 23 January 2001. During the joint 

hearing, the following submissions were made: 

M/s. Sterlite Industries findial Limited 

(1). The imports of copper concentrate which is presently at four lakh tonnes is steadily 
increasing. We are a prominent user. 

(ii) . Our cargo must go under ‘Ores and Minerals’; but, has been classified as a separate 

item. We now request the TAMP to classify our cargo under ‘Ores and Minerals’ 
prospectively. 

(iii) . We had protested to the Board and have been paying wharfage under protest. 

(iv) . Copper concentrate is to be given a process based treatment; and, all ores and 

minerals are similarly treated. 

(v) . Copper concentrate is more akin to Bauxite. 

The Tuticorin Port Trust fTPTl 

(i) . Piecemeal revision of Scale of Rates is not good. 

(ii) . Sterlite should have objected at the appropriate time. They did not attend the hearing 

of the general revision case. They cannot do so now. 

(iii) . TAMP should not encourage such petitions. We object. 

(iv) . They did object to the Board. But, we can not accept that copper concentrate is the 

same as ‘Ores and Minerals’. 

(v) . The COPT and the CHPT charges much more for copper concentrate compared to 

the TPT. 

(vi) . This rate was fixed in 1997. We have not revised for four years. 

(vii) . Broad classification will be there for cargo of small quantities, Othei cargo that pick 

up will have a separate classification. 

(viii). They have benefited by recent dredging. They cannot complain about congestion. 
Evacuation is their responsibility. 

(ix) . Customs may classify copper concentrate as ‘Ores and Minerals’, We have to go 

into specific costing when the volume increases and the cargo becomes important. 
(Why IS Thermal Coal treated differently from ‘Coal' for the purpose of wharfage’^) 

(x) . Any change in tne classification now will have financial implication. That will require 

tariff ad|ustment. 

(xi) , This issue can be settled at the n^ xt revision in 2002, 

(xii) . They are paying regularly. There is no ‘protest’ now. They had protested initially 

once. 


Indian Chamber of Commerce and Industry flCCII 
(i). Technically, copper concentrate is a mineral. 



[MFTin—^gp>g4] 
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(ii). As volume of cargo goes up. its wharfage must come down. 

4.2. M/s Sterlite Industries also submitted a written submission during the joint hearing 

reiterating their arguments made earlier and requested for fixing wharfage on copper concentrate in 
line with ores and minerals. 

S. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, and taking into account the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following position 
emerges: 

(i) . This case relates to the wharfage rate prescribed at the TPT for ‘copper concentrate’. 

(ii) . The prevailing rate of Rs.55/- PMT was prescribed on 19 March 1997 with sanction of 

the Government. During the general revision of the Scale of Rates of the TPT in 
1999 by this Authority this rate was not altered. In other words, it has remained 
unchanged for four years. 

(ill) M/s. Sterlite Industries (India) Limited have argued that they did request for a 
(downward) revision in 1999. But, the TPT did not support it. And, the Petitioner 
failed to participate in the joint hearing and lost the opportunity of canvassing their 
cause. 

The mam contention of the TPT in this case has been that piecemeal tinkering with 
the Scale of Rates shall not be allowed/ encouraged by the TAMP; having failed to 
agitate this issue at the time of the joint hearing in 1999, M/s. Sterlite Industries 
(India) Limited must wait till the next revision around 2002. 

(iv) . As has been pointed by the TPT, the normal practice in Scale of Rates is to have a 

broad classification for cargo of small quantities. Other cargo that pick up get singled 
out for separate classification subsequently. 

M/s Sterlite Industries (India) Limited started importing the cargo (i.e, copper 
concentrate) through the TPT in 1996, At that time, there was no specific wharfage 
rate for this cargo. Therefore, as per the provision in the Scale of Rates, the 
wharfage for 'goods otherwise not specified (bulk)' of Rs.36/- PMT was charged. In 
the meanwhile, action was taken to fix a separate wharfage rate for the commodity as 
it was expected that the cargo would be continuously moved through the TPT The 
proposal to fix a separate wharfage @ Rs.55/- PMT for ‘copper concentrate' based 
on the then prevailing rate at the Chennai Port Trust for such cargo in granular form 
was sanctioned by the Government in January 1997 and made effective from 19 
March 1997. 

The ICCI have stressed that, in conformity with the general practice, as the volume of 
this cargo goes up, its wharfage rate must come down. In this connection, it has to 
be recognised that, as has rightly been contended by the TPT, any change in the 
classification now will have financial implications affecting the financing model 
adopted tor the general tariff revision thereby necessitating a tariff adjustment. That 
being so, as stated earlier in (iii) above, this issue can best be settled at the time of 
the next tariff revision around 2002. 

(v) . At the joint hearing. M/s. Sterlite Industries (India) Limited stated that they had 

protested to the Board of Trustees about the excessive rate and had been paying 
wharfage ‘under protest’. Countering this statement emphatically on the spot, the 
TPT has observed that "they had protested initially once; there is no ‘protest’ now; 
and they are paying regularly." While admitting that M/s. Sterlite Industries (India) 
Limited did object to the Board of Trustees, the TPT has categorically stated that the 
proposal to treat ‘copper concentrate’ under the heading ‘Ores and Minerals’ has just 
not been acceptable to it. In other words, this dispute is not pending for any 
consideration at the Board level. In any case, with the emergence of the new tariff 
regulatory mechanism, the Board of Trustees will have no say In such tariff matters. 
That being so, it will not be of much consequence for the Petitioner to refer to some 
protest thev had made a long time a to to the Board of Trustees of the TPT. 
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(vi). The TSAA have supported the petition with the argument that, m the Customs List. 
‘Copper Ores and Concentrates' are classified along with Iran. Aluminium, Nickel, 
Cobalt, Lead, Zinc Ores and Concentrates, under Chapter 26. The ICCI have added 
their endorsement with the observation that, technically speaking, copper concentrate 
IS a mineral. M/s. Sterlite Industries (India) Limited themselves have attempted to 
bolster their plea with the argument that ‘copper concentrate’ like all ores and 
minerals, is given a process-based treatment 

The TPT has forcefully countered this argument to say that, even if the Customs 
classify copper concentrate under ‘Ores and Minerals’, the TPT will have to go into 
specific costing with the volume increases and the cargo becomes important. The 
example of ‘thermal coal' being treated differently from ‘coal’ for the purpose of 
wharfage has been cited in support. It will be difficult to ignore this logic 

(vil). M/s. Sterlite Industries (India) Limited have parallelly argued that import of copper 
concentrate, which is presently at the level of four lakh MT per year, is steadily 
increasing Being such a prominent user of the TPT, therefore, M/s Sterlite 
Industries (India) Limited must be entitled to better consideration As has been 
pointed out in (in) above,, the TPT has conceded this contention by sa/ing that the 
rate can be reviewed at the time of the next revision 


(viii) M/s Sterlite Industries (India) Limited have argued that the wharfage increase was 
meant for deepening the draft and increasing the handling facilities But, the increase 
has not given the desired benefit of cost saving The deepening of the draft has no 
doubt facilitated more cargo arrivals, but, it is alleged by them that lack of 
corresponding increase in handling facilities has created an imbalance resulting in 
more waiting and heavy demurrage The TPT response to this has been that M/s 
Sterlite Industries (India) Limited have definitely benefited by the recent dredging by 
gaming advantages of scale flowing from the parcel size; they cannot complain about 
congestion; evacuation of cargo is their responsibility 

It IS not relevant for this Authority at this stage to go into these operational details 
The cost of the recent dredging is meant to be covered through a separate rate for 
dredging recently notified which is levied on vessel related charges The change in 
the wharfage rate for ‘copper concentrate' notified in March 1997 had nothing to do 
with that. 


(ix). The ICCI have alleged that the wharfage collected by the TPT is very high when 
compared to the wharfage collected by the other major ports for the same kind of 
ores and minerr is At the joint hearing, this allegation was countered on the spot by 
the TPT saying, “The Cochin Port Trust and the Chennai Port Trust charge much 
more for copper concentrate when compared to the TPT “ And, this counter has 
remained unchallenged 

(X). All in all, there is no merit In the demand for such a midway piecemeal tinkering with 
the Scale of Rates. 

6 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority finds no force in the petition of M/s Sterlite Industries (India) Limited to cause a 
revision at this stage in the wharfage rate for coppet concentrate. That being so, their request is 
rejected. 

S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ Advt/I I I/I V/1 43 / 2000 /Exty ] 
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